(Kramerzunft, Zunft zur Saffran); at this point the author convincingly destroys some old legends. As a member of the "Safftan"-guild, "apothecary" Jacob Schwartzmurer (1439-75)-Minner was his servant-was elected Burgomaster of Zurich.
The book is completed by biographical data from archival documents, some illustrations showing the localization of Zurich pharmacies from the fourteenth to the eighteenth centuries, sixty pages of source publications, a bibliography, and an index of personal names.
Urs Boschung University of Zurich HUBERT FISCHER, Der deutsche Sanitatsdienst 2 vols., Osnabruck, Biblio; Chichester, John Wiley; vol. 1 (1982) : pp. viii, 290, DM.68.00; vol. 2 (1983) : pp. 291-1430, DM.160.00.
The author, himself a military physician (for his numerous post-war publications in the field, see vol. 2, p. 1388f.), presents a vast collection of facts (concerning organization, ranks, etc.) and reports (concerning battle-field experiences and the like). Apart from German sources, he uses in particular many Russian publications to describe in some detail the Soviet-Russian "Sanitatsdienst" during World War II, thus following his plan to illustrate "the experiences of the-at that time-Allied Forces, too, because these show impressively what the 'other side' did to preserve the life and health of their soldiers" (vol. 1 p. III). All this gives the big compilation its undoubted value (which would have been still greater if there had been indexes of names, etc.) and makes it, as far as it goes, a sort of history of the German "Sanitatsdienst" in the period under discussion. The question is, however, whether the book goes far enough, the more so because by far the greater part deals with a peculiar political situation: that of the Third Reich.
Reviewed from this point of view, the work reveals a remarkable amount of political abstinence, occasionally (very rarely, to be sure) interrupted by remarks that seem to show, by implication at least, a certain political tendency. One example may illustrate this: in the author's own words, the German war against Soviet Russia was "according to Russian phraseology ('Sprachgebrauch'), an attack based on a broken word" (vol. 2 p. 447). Does the author think otherwise, in this respect?
As for political abstinence, we do not blame the author for having neglected the "Sanitiitsdienste" of Nazi (National Socialist) paramilitary organizations such as the SA and SS (although some "Wehrmacht" doctors certainly came from such organizations or from the Free Corps, having been active in the early 1920s, partly under the name "Schwarze Reichswehr", which meant an illegal part of the legal Reichswehr, with which the author deals briefly in vol. 1.). Perhaps it would have been appropriate at least to touch on the question how far, in the author's opinion, the "Waffen-SS" was a genuine part of the "Wehrmacht" or not (a hotly debated theme in post-war Germany). But what we feel bound to criticize is the author's attempt to evade certain-in the circumstances-essential aspects of his theme: (a) how far was the "Sanitatsdienst" of the "Wehrmacht" infiltrated by Nazi ideology, and how far, in particular, were "Sanitaitsdienst" functionaries and institutions involved in those experiments with human beings that were characteristic of the Nazi system? (b) are there any traces of resistance against, or criticism of, that system on the part of German military doctors?
Recently, it has been argued that the "ideological manipulation" of German military doctors during the Third Reich was more or less complete (see H. Jentzsch's paper in A. The book is divided, as was the symposium content, into five sections, the whole reflecting the spectrum of palaeopathology. Clearly, in 297 pages. studies in depth of many aspects of palaeopathology could not be undertaken. Anyone requiring a textbook of palaeopathological diagnosis or a catalogue of specimens and specific disease histories should look elsewhere. What is demonstrated is the blend of archaeology, palaeopathology, medical history, and physico-chemical science.
The opening section on interdisciplinary collaboration sets a rather philosophic scene. Professor Cramp remarked that "palaeopathological studies in Britain are uncoordinated and desperately understaffed". In large measure due to the stimulus of Calvin Wells, the symposium, and now the book, these remarks have been heeded and change is occurring.
The two sections on traditional "macroscopic" palaeopathology are rather limited in field but not in excellence. 
